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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 03/28/2007 with respect to claims 1-14 have been 
considered but are not persuasive. 

Regarding objection to claims 2-5 and 7 -14. The examiner has withdrawn the 
objection to these claims in response to the applicant's arguments. 

Please refer to the following office action, which clearly sets forth the reasons for 
non-persuasiveness. 

In response to applicant's argument that in claims 1: 

Regarding claims 1, Applicant argues that the claim distinguish over Will in 
further view of Matsubara in further view of Dellert et al. by requiring a picture providing 
service system, that provides picture data to a user using picture-related contents with 
being connected to a content providing system providing a service on Internet, 
comprising, in part: a user administration means for storing the personal information, the 
identification information and the picture-related information of a user, who wants to use 
picture-related contents, among the users using the contents with being connected to 
said content providing system into a database and administrating them. 

However it is clear from figure 1 item 22, and column 4 lines 6 et seq. and 
column 5 lines 21 ef seq. and also column 4 lines 17 - 44 that in directory 20 accesses 
by the records 300-304 contain user information that includes, but is not limited to, 
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users' e-mail address, users' names and virtual space room login names, picture id's, 
etc. and the information is sent to the server 22. 

Also, applicant argues that at no point does Will disclose that chat server 22 
includes a database for storing the personal information, the identification information 
and the picture-related information of a user, and at no point does Will disclose that chat 
server 22 administrates the information. 

However it is clear from figure 1 item 22, and column 4. lines 6 et seq. and 
column 5 lines 21 et seq. and also column 4 lines 17-44 that in directory 20 accesses 
by the records 300-304 contain user information that includes, but is not limited to, 
users' e-mail address, users' names and virtual space room login names, picture id's, 
etc. and the information is sent to the server 22. 

In response to applicant's argument that in claims 6: 

Regarding claims 6, Applicant argues that the claim distinguish over Will in 
further view of Matsubara in further view of Dellert et al. by requiring a picture providing 
service method for providing picture data to a user using picture-related contents with 
being connected to a content providing system providing a service on Internet, and calls 
for, in part, checking that video data is being inputted from said user's PC. 

However it is clear from column 3 lines 33 et seq. and column 3 lines 65 et seq., 
collaborative conferencing will require checking of video data and also column 4 lines 
1 7 _ 44 that in directory 20 accesses by the records 300-304 contain user information 
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that includes, but is not limited to, users' e-mail address, users' names and virtual space 
room login names, picture id's, etc. and the information is sent to the server 22. 

Also, applicant argues that at no point does Will disclose that said user wants to 
select image data. This step is qualified by the result of the step of checking that video 
data is being inputted from said user's PC. That is, the step of checking that said user 
wants to select image data is performed if said user's video data is being inputted. 

However it is clear from figure 1 item 22, and column 4 lines 6 et seq. and 
column 5 lines 21 et seq. also, column 3 lines 33 et seq. and column 3 lines 65 et seq. 
collaborative conferencing will require when user chooses to enter a chat room to 
transfer image data and also column 4 lines 17-44 that in directory 20 accesses by the 
records 300-304 contain user information that includes, but is not limited to, users' e- 
mail address, users' names and virtual space room login names, picture id's, etc. and 
the information is sent to the server 22. 

Also, applicant argues that at no point does Will disclose transmitting said 
selected image data to said content providing system. This step is performed if it is 
determined said user wants to use said selected image data only without synthesizing 
the data. 

However it is clear from figure 1 item 22, and column 4 lines 6 et seq. and 
column 5 lines 21 et seq. also, column 3 lines 33 et seq. and column 3 lines 65 et seq. 
collaborative conferencing will require when user chooses to enter a chat room to 
transfer image data and also column 4 lines 17-44 that in directory 20 accesses by the 
records 300-304 contain user information that includes, but is not limited to, users' e- 
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mail address, users' names and virtual space room login names, picture id's, etc. and 
the information is sent to the server 22. 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-6, and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Will (US patent No. 6,721,410) in further view of Matsubara (US 
PgPub 2005/0041 153) in further view of Dellert et al. (US patent No. 5,760,916). 

Regarding claim 1, Will teaches a picture providing service system, that provides 
picture data to a user using picture-related contents with being connected to a content 
providing system providing a service on Internet, comprising: a user administration 
means for storing the personal information, the identification information and the picture- 
related information of a user, who wants to use picture-related contents, among the 
users using the contents with being connected to said content providing system into a 
database and administrating them (figure 1 item 22, and column 4 lines 6 et seq. and 
column 5 lines 21 ef seq.)] a video data processing means for storing said user's video 
data inputted through his or her PC having a digital camera into said database and 
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editing said video data according to said user's control (figure 1 item 22); an image data 
processing means for providing various images to said user (figures 2 - 5), and when 
said user selects a preferred image, storing said selected image into said database 
(figure 1 item 22). 

However, Will fails to disclose editing said selected image according to said 
user's demand; and a data synthesizing means for synthesizing said video data and 
said image data. Matsubara, on the other hand discloses a data synthesizing means for 
synthesizing said video data and said image data. 

More specifically, Matsubara discloses a data synthesizing means for 
synthesizing said video data and said image data (figure 2, and paragraph 0054 et 
seq.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Matsubara with the 
teachings of Will to improve operation efficiency as thought in paragraph 0008 of 
Matsubara. 

However, Will in further view of Matsubara fails to disclose editing said selected 
image according to said user's demand. Dellert et al., on the other hand discloses 
disclose editing said selected image according to said user's demand. 

More specifically, Dellert et al. discloses disclose editing said selected image 
according to said user's demand (Column 9 lines 25 et seq.; image is selected by user 
edited then sent back to the server where others can access). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to edit external images and produce custom images to be 
displayed and sent back to the server for faster editing of images to be used by others 
and in turn saving time and cost. 

Regarding claim 3, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 1, Will in 
further view of Matsubara in further view of Dellert et al teaches all of the limitations of 
the parent claim. Additionally, Matsubara teaches wherein said video data processing 
means partially deletes said video data and/or carries out a surface-processing on said 
video data according to said user's control (figure 2 item 16; surface-processing). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Matsubara with the 
teachings of Will in further view of Dellert et al. to improve operation efficiency as 
thought in paragraph 0008 of Matsubara. 

Regarding claim 4, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 1, Will in 
further view of Matsubara in further view of Dellert et al. teaches all of the limitations of 
the parent claim. Additionally, Matsubara teaches wherein said image data processing 
means carries out a size-control, an image-combination, and/or a color change on said 
selected image data (figure 2 item 16; image-combination). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Matsubara with the 
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teachings of Will in further view of Dellert et al. to improve operation efficiency as 
thought in paragraph 0008 of Matsubara. 

Regarding claim 5, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 1, Will in 
further view of Matsubara in further view of Dellert et al. teaches all of the limitations of 
the parent claim. Additionally, Matsubara teaches wherein said data synthesizing 
means overlaps said video data and said image data (figure 2, and paragraph 0054 et 
seq.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Matsubara in further view 
of Dellert et al. with the teachings of Will to improve operation efficiency as thought in 
paragraph 0008 of Matsubara. 

Regarding claim 6, Will teaches a picture providing service method for providing 
picture data to a user using picture-related contents with being connected to a content 
providing system providing a service on Internet, comprising the steps of: (a) when said 
user, who is being connected to said content providing system, wants to use one of said 
picture-related contents, checking that video data is being inputted from said user's PC 
(column 3 lines 33 et seq. and column 3 lines 65 et seq.); (b) if said user's video data is 
being inputted, checking that said user wants to select image data (figure 1 item 22, and 
column 4 lines 6 et seq. and column 5 lines 21 et seq.); (c) if said user wants to use 
image data and selects a preferred image (figure 1 item 22); (d) if said user wants to 
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use said selected image data only without synthesizing the data, transmitting said 
selected image data to said content providing system (figure 1 item 22). 

However, Will fails to disclose checking that said user wants that said video data 
and said image data are to be synthesized together and (e) if said user wants to 
synthesize said video data and said image data, synthesizing said user's video data and 
said selected image data and transmitting the synthesized data to said content 
providing system. Matsubara, on the other hand discloses checking that said user wants 
that said video data and said image data are to be synthesized together and if said user 
wants to synthesize said video data and said image data, synthesizing said user's video 
data and said selected image data and transmitting the synthesized data to said content 
providing system. 

More specifically, Matsubara discloses checking that said user wants that said 
video data and said image data are to be synthesized together and if said user wants to 
synthesize said video data and said image data, synthesizing said user's video data and 
said selected image data and transmitting the synthesized data to said content 
providing system (figure 2, and paragraph 0054 et seq.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Matsubara with the 
teachings of Will to improve operation efficiency as thought in paragraph 0008 of 
Matsubara. 
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Regarding claim 8, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 6, Will in 
further view of Matsubara teaches all of the limitations of the parent claim. Additionally, 
Matsubara teaches wherein said step of synthesizing said user's video data and said 
selected image data in said step (e) comprises: a video data editing process for said 
user to select a desired portion of said video data to be displayed; and a combining 
process for overlapping said selected image data onto said edited video data (figure 2, 
and paragraph 0054 et seq.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Matsubara with the 
teachings of Will to improve operation efficiency as thought in paragraph 0008 of 
Matsubara. 

Regarding claim 9, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 6, Will in 
further view of Matsubara teaches all of the limitations of the parent claim. Additionally, 
Will teaches after said step (a), the steps of: if said user's video data is not being 
inputted, checking that said user wants to select image data; if said user selects image 
data, transmitting said selected image data to said content providing system; and if said 
user does not select image data, informing to said content providing system that said 
user is not using a picture data (column 3 lines 33 et seq. and column 3 lines 65 et 
seq.). 
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Regarding claim 10, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 6, Will in 
further view of Matsubara teaches all of the limitations of the parent claim. Additionally, 
Will teaches after said step (b), the step of, if said user does not select image data, 
informing to said content providing system that said user is using said video data only 
(column 3 lines 65 et seq.). 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Will (US 
patent No. 6,721,410) in further view of Matsubara (US PgPub 2005/0041 153) in further 
view of Dellert et al. (US patent No. 5,760,916) In further view of Examiners Official 
Notice. 

Regarding claim 2, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 1, Will in 
further view of Matsubara in further view of Dellert et al. teaches all of the limitations of 
the parent claim. Additionally, Will teaches wherein said picture-related contents 
include the contents used for a video chatting and a video meeting (column 3 lines 25 et 
seq., column 3 lines 51 et seq.). However, Will in further view of Matsubara in further 
view of Dellert et al. fails to disclose wherein said picture-related contents include the 
contents used for a video electronic commerce and a video dating service. 

The examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the art to use 
picture-related contents in video electronic commerce and video dating service. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate picture-related contents in video electronic 
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commerce and video dating service to associate the person being imaged to his 
personal identifying information for verification purposes. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Will (US patent 
No. 6,721,410) in further view of Matsubara (US PgPub 2005/0041153) In further view 
of Examiners Official Notice. 

Regarding claim 7, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 6, Will in 
further view of Matsubara teaches all of the limitations of the parent claim. Additionally, 
Will teaches wherein said picture-related contents include the contents used for a video 
chatting and a video meeting (column 3 lines 25 et seq., column 3 lines 51 et seq.). 
However, Will in further view of Matsubara fails to disclose wherein said picture-related 
contents include the contents used for a video electronic commerce and a video dating 
service. 

The examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the art to use 
picture-related contents in video electronic commerce and video dating service. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate picture-related contents in video electronic 
commerce and video dating service to associate the person being imaged to his 
personal identifying information for verification purposes. 
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Claims 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Will (US patent No. 6,721,410) in further view of Matsubara (US PgPub 
2005/0041 153) In further view of Jojic et al. (US patent No. 7,1 13,185). 

Regarding claim 11, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 6, Will in 
further view of Matsubara teaches all of the limitations of the parent claim. However, 
Will in further view of Matsubara fails to disclose if said user wants to use said video 
data only, editing said video data according to said user's demand. Jojic et al., on the 
other hand teaches that if said user wants to use said video data only, editing said video 
data according to said user's demand. 

More specifically, Jojic et al. teaches that if said user wants to use said video 
data only, editing said video data according to said user's demand (column 51 liens 34 
etseq.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Jojic et al. with the 
teachings of Will in further view of Matsubara because in column 51 liens 34 et seq. 
Jojic et al. teaches that this technique can be used to capture quality stills from video, 
make video textures, use sprites in presentations or on Internet web pages, etc. 

Regarding claim 12, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 11, Will in further 
view of Matsubara teaches all of the limitations of the parent, claim. However, Will in 
further view of Matsubara fails to disclose that said edition of said video data includes a 
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partial-deletion and a surface-processing. Jojic et al., on the other hand teaches that 
said edition of said video data includes a partial-deletion and a surface-processing. 

More specifically, Jojic et al. teaches that said edition of said video data includes 
a partial-deletion and a surface-processing (column 51 liens 34 et seq.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Jojic et al. with the 
teachings of Will in further view of Matsubara because in column 51 liens 34 et seq. 
Jojic et al. teaches that this technique can be used to capture quality stills from video, 
make video textures, use sprites in presentations or on Internet web pages, etc. 

Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Will (US patent No. 6,721,410) in further view of Matsubara (US PgPub 
2005/0041 153) In further view of Grosso et al. (US PgPub 2003/0133159). 

Regarding claim 13, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 6, Will in 
further view of Matsubara teaches all of the limitations of the parent claim. However, 
Will in further view of Matsubara fails to disclose if said user wants to use said image 
data only in step (d), editing said image data according to said user's demand. Grosso 
et al., on the other hand teaches that if said user wants to use said image data only in 
step, editing said image data according to said user's demand. 
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More specifically, Grosso et al. teaches that if said user wants to use said image 
data only in step, editing said image data according to said user's demand (paragraph 
0028). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Grosso et al. with the 
teachings of Will in further view of Matsubara because Grosso et al. teaches in 
paragraph 0028 that this technique produces multiple unique and customized images 
can also be created from a single original image, which provides value and 
convenience. 

Regarding claim 14, as mentioned above in the discussion of claim 13, Will in 
further view of Matsubara teaches all of the limitations of the parent claim. However, 
Will in further view of Matsubara fails to disclose wherein said edition of said image data 
includes a size-control, an image-combination, and a color-selection. Grosso et al., on 
the other hand teaches that wherein said edition of said image data includes a size- 
control, an image-combination, and a color-selection. 

More specifically, Grosso et al. teaches that wherein said edition of said image 
data includes a size-control, an image-combination, and a color-selection (paragraph 
0028). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Grosso et al. with the 
teachings of Will in further view of Matsubara because Grosso et al. teaches in 
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paragraph 0028 that this technique produces multiple unique and customized images 
can also be created from a single original image, which provides value and 
convenience. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded 
of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Usman Khan whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1131. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thru 6:45-4:15; Fri 6:45-3:15 or 
Alt. Fri off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on (571 ) 272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 



For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 




Usman Khan 
08/04/2007 



Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2622 
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